Jan 31, 2007 AR

Federaf I 5 2007
FCC Public Comments meWWQMm
441 12th Street SW Wﬁ@&%s®mw%.
Washington, DC 20554 Telany 0N

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
iegitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rFcc's iIntegration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate cableCARDs iInto their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 7¢.1204(a} (1}.
Sincerely,
Mr. Len Mason

15166 Elioct Ln
Villa Park, IL s0181-3712
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,”" which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Mow ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
~he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76¢.1204¢{a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. David Day

39t Lyncroft Dr
Fahanna, OH 43230-2643
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As a consumer interested in prorecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,” which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
ilternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban” will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
akility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 91-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
varticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
‘competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
~he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
compe tition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204{a) (1).
Yincerely,
Mr. Robert Williams

“ Alfred Ct
Wilmington, DE 19803-3970
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
Legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
»ther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,” which in

zffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
iility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

Iy adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a} (1}.
Sincerely,
Jason Cluggish

14 6th st
Medford, MA 02155-5115




oct 10, 2006 mw

FCC Public Comments iy
445 12th Street Sw Otfig gy nCatong
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a}) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,”™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top koxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 47-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
ronsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
Wwill get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204%a} (1}.
sincerely,
Mr. Kory Bakke

2617 Edinbrook Xing Apt 438
Bracklyn Park, MN 55443-4007
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waiver-s of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's “integration ban,” which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
ard harming consumers. The “integration ban” will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers®
sbility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (“encoding rules”) in

‘docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
warticular cable provider‘s or copyright holder‘s wishes. With
'ompetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
ivailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers’ set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

?lease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Jascon Cluggish

14 6th St
Medford, MA 02155-5115
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4s a consumer interested in protecting cornpetition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable Tv content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(s) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The rcc's "integration ban,' which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban' will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers”
apility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (“encoding rules™™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The cableCaARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions

will get even worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition,

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
3incerely,
Mr. Michael Brower

30 Crissman Rd
Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459-3774
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As a consumer iInterested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable Tv content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rFcc's 'integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CakbleCARDs into theilr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration pban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers®
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (“encoding rules™) 1in

docket no. 97-50, the commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The cableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions

will get even worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Perer Sadlon

93 Woodland Dr
West Melbourne, FL 32904-3825
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
egitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 ta) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,” which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

#y adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no, 91-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
rarm consumers by limiting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢a) (1)-
Sincerely,
Mr. Roy Rhodes

1"080x 821074
Dallas, TX 75382-1074
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Az a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
Legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (11 by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rCC's "integration ban,” which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban'™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers®
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

2y adopting content protection limits (“encoding rules'™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
~he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by
~ompetition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Turley

365 Edgewood Dr
Perrysburg, OH 43551-1836
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable Tv content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The Fcc's "integration ban, ™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act ofF 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering iInnovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers”
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (“encoding rules™) in

jocket no. 97-80, the Commissicn recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider®™s or copyright holder™s wishes. With
zompetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
The freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse I1f cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1)
Sincerely,
Mr. Chris Atkins

1633 Parkside Txl
Lewisville, TX 75077-2757
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢a) (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FcC's 'integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now cen years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives 1O proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
aid harming consumers. The "integration ban'™ will also help

market competition prevent. further restrictions on cable subscribers*®
zbility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protec=ion limits (“encoding rules'™) in

docket no. 97-¢0, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
carticular cable provider®s or copyright holder®"s wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse If cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
r. Christopher J. Anderson

=0 Box 4011
Austintown, OH 44515-0011
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable Tv content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,” which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CakleCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Nowv ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set—top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market. competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 91-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
~#111 get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Ms. orlonda carre

2411 Schutzen St
North Pole, AK 93%705-6312
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market coinpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules') in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions

will get even werse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
zompetition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Chad Dowell

11475 Village Brook Dr Apt 222
Zincinnati, OH 45249-2053
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As a csnsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,” which in

zffect requires cable companies to integrate CapleCARDs into their own
set.-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
sompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

Jdocket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers To make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
;.articular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
*he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get ever. worse if cable previders' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. john Heinz

£52 Byers Rd Lot 7
Forest City, NC 28043-874¢
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
.egitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers cf 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
ther cable providers. Tne FCC's "integration ban,” which in

~ffect requires cable companies to integrare CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains 3ood policy today.

Now ter years after the 'Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives O proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

rarket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
4" lit?,to make legitimate use of recorded content.

Ey adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules"! in

cocket no. 91-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
rarticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
Lhe freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
Farm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition,

Llease refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFP 76.1204{a} {1}.
Sincerely,
Jake Brown

4553 N Lawndale Ave Apt 28
Chicago, IL 60625-5827
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
'waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,”™ which in

effect requires cable companies tc integrate CableCARDs Into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban” will also help

market cornperition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

sy adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
congumers TO make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder®s wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
~he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
~ompetition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a)(1}.
Sincerely,
Mr. Christopher Grow

¥712 Sunnyside Dr
Waukesha, WI| 53186-2838
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A5 a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rcc's "integration ban,"™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CakleCARDs Into their own
set-trip boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integraticon ban™ will also help

market competition psevent furtner restrictions on cable subscribers®
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules'™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available, The CakleCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by
compez ltion.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Mr., Richard Maxson I1I

15680 Dasher ave
Allen Park, Ml 48101-3601




FILED/ACCEPTED

Nov 13, 2006

MAR -5 2007
FCC Public Comment o
445 12th StrZet sws Fedaral Sfﬁ?e";??;,‘;agc’”s?’"""%iﬂ"
Washington, DC 20554 ecretary

As a consumer Interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 7¢6.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,'™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CzbleCARDs Into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban' will also help

market corpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers*
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (“encoding rules'™) in

docket no. 27-50, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider®s or copyright holder"s wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by
cornpetition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 746.1204 (a) (1).-
Sincerely,

Stephen Hutton
50 Van Zandt Dr
Hillsborough, NJ 08844-43¢45




FILED/ACCEPTED

MAR - 5 2007
&ﬁmﬂbmm .
FCo Public Comments Office 0‘;’3?:2‘;23 Commission
445 12th Street SW rolry

Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable 7v content, | urge you to refuse requests for

waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FG's "integration ban,'™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs iInto their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Teleccmmunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet Long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers”
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

8y adopting content protection limits (“"encoding rules™) in

docket no. %7-50, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider®s or copyright holder"s wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
availakle., "TheCakleCARRD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will jet even worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Mr. David Burton

1884 Country P1L
D3ai, CA 93023-4192




FILED/ACCEPTED
MAR -5 2007

Fe icati ,
_ deral Communications Commission
FCC Public Comments Office of the Secretary
445 12th Street SuW

Washington, DC 20554

Nov 2, 2006

4s a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 16.1204 (a){1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,”™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs Into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
dlrernatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection iimits ("encoding rules™"™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting lion-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

:lease refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Siricerely,
Bryant Jchnson

4109 Longfellow Dr
Plant City, EL 33566-9527




FILED/ACCEPTED

Nov 18, 2006 MAR -5 2007
FCC Fublic Comments Federat Communications Comemission
445 12th street sw Office of the Secretary

Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rFCC's "integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate Cabl=CARDs Into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
comparnies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers”
ability to make legitimate us= of recorded content.

2y zdopting content protection limits (“encoding rules™) in

dccket no. 97-60, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder®s wishes. Wwith
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom t= choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCrrD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by Bimiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse LE cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by
compet Ition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 7¢.1204 (a) (1)
Sincerely,
r. Richard Johnson

M
2089 W 25th Avo
Eugene, OR 57405-1612




FILED/ACCEPTED
MAR - 5 2007

Federal CommunicationsCommissjon

oct 29, 2006 Office of the Secretary

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street sw

Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
Legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢a’ (1) wy NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rcc's "integration ban,™ which in

rffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Teiecommunications Act of 1996, cable
coempanles have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers*®
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

Ey adopting content protecrion limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider®"s or copyright holder"s wishes. With
competition spurred on by rhe integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will yet even worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 7¢.1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Dr. Ankush Bansal

22 Cheswold Blvd Apt 3a
Newark, DE 19713-4132




FILED/AGGEPTED

cec 1. 2006 MAR -5 2007
) Federal Communications Commission
FCC Public Comments Dffice ofthe Secretary
445 1Zth Street WV
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,” which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs Into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban” will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
~onsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
svailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
conpetition,

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Jason Jones

432 Amanita Dr
3 Charleston, wWv 25309-9784




FILED/ACCEPTED
Nov 6, 2008 MAR - 52007

Federal CommunicationsComrmissign

Tl Public Comments Office of the Secretary

445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a conswner interested iN protecting competition, innovation, and
lecitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
walvers 6F 47 CFR 76.1204 (aE)(‘ll by .NCTP, Charter, Verizon, and all
zrher cable'providers. The FCC's "integration ban,”™ which'in

=ffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
aric harming consumers. The "icteqration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting centent protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

decket no. 97-86, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers tu make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
ccupetition spurred on by tne inregration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harre consumers by Limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions

will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
sampetition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Matthew Stremcha

5025 E Superior St Apt 106
Dulutk, MN 55804-2539




FILED/ACCEPTED
gev 7 2006 MAR -5 2007

FCC Fublic Comments Federal Cqmmmications Commission
445 12tn Street. sW Orfice of the Secretary
Washington, DC 20554

Az a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable Tv content, | urge you to retuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, verizon, and all
cther cable providers. The FCC's “integration ban,™ which in

sffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains geed policy today.

www Len years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable

companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

rarket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
akbility to make legitimate use of recorded coritent

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 37-5G, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
caompetition spurred on Ly the inteyration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1)

Sincerely,
My, Jr ftery Sleight
Turner Hall #323

Idaho State University
Pocatello, ID 63209-0001




FILED/ACCEPTED
MAR - 52007

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

Nov 28, 2006

FCC Public Comments
44% 12th Street SW
Wasznington, DC 20554
As @ consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
tzgitimate use of cabie TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,” which in

ceffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integratiorn ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
apility to make legitimate use of recsrded content.

By adeptirg centent pretection limits ("encoding rules™) in

dacket no., 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless cf a
zzrticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
 mpetition .spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sinerely,
“a.on Snowden

TEGT Floral Rd NW
Albuguerque, NM 87104-1925

T SO




FILED/ACCEPTED
MAR -5 2007

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

Nov z5, 2006

FCC Public Comments
44% 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554
~e a consumer interested n protecting competition, innovation, and
legirimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) oy NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban, ™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs iInto their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet Long enough on competitive
a.ternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration bar™ wili also help

market —ompetition prevent further restrictions on cakle subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By acoapting content protection limits ("encoding rules"™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
onsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
comperition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. "TheCableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get evern worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
tompetition.

-

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFF 76.120413) {1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Bretz Rcsen

"E Ethyl Way
Stcughton, MA 02072-i235




FILED/ACCEPTED
MAR ~ 5 2007

FOC Public Zomments Fedaral Communicat:
1A s _ " . mUmC&thﬂS oo
445 12th Street 3W Office of e Secre?gmmrssuon
Washington, DZ 20554 i

As a consumer interested in protecting Competition, innovation, and
regitimate use of cable TV cnntent, 1 urge you tn refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a} (1} by NcTa, Charter, verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,” which in

2ffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their oun
set-top boxes, remains aocd pollcy today.

o

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
comparzies have dragged their feet leng enough on competitive
alternatives toc proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

wmarket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

Ry adepting content protectinn limits ("encoding rules™) in

iocket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of Tv content, regardless of a
carticular cable provider's or copyright holderfs wiches. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
'he freedom to choose the laast restrictive cable-conpatible device
avallakle. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse it cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
-ompetiticn.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1)
Sincerely,

Or. Bob Roberte

T

" Prospect Ave
Aparks, NV 89%431-3049




